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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-4, 20-21, 33-40, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Brady et al. (u.s.p 6,236,223). 

As to claim 1, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, a method and apparatus for 
testing a electronic device comprising: a tester (228 of figure 2A) for transmitting 
wirelessly (via 222) test data, and a test station (232 of figure 2A) for holding the 
electronic device (212 of figure 2A); a fixture (218 of figure 2A) for receive and testing 
the signal from the electronic device (via probe 218) at the test station and transmitted 
test data (via 220 of figure 2A). 

As to claim 2, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, a transmitter (220 of figure 2A) 
for transmitting results of the testing wirelessly from the test station (232) to the tester 
(228). 

As to claim 3, Brady et al. disclose in Fig. 2C, testing a plurality of electronic 
devices (212 of figure 2C) at the test station (238) using the transmitted test data (via 
220). 
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As to claim 4, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, the test data comprises 
commands and the step of testing an electronic device comprises executing the 
commands (col. 3, lines 45-50). 

As to claim 20, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, a tester comprising: initiating 
means (216, 220) for wirelessly initiating testing of an electronic device (212 of figure 
2A) at a test station (232 of figure 2A); and receiving means (228 of figure 2A) for 
wirelessly receiving results of the testing from the test station (232). 

As to claim 21, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, the initiating means (216, 220 of 
figure 2C) further comprises means for initiating testing of a plurality of electronic 
devices (212) at the test station (238). 

As to claim 33, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, a test station comprising: an 
electronic device (212 of figure 2A) to be tested; receiving means (222 of figure 2A) for 
wirelessly receiving test data from a tester (228 of figure 2A); and testing means (216 of 
figure 2A) for testing the electronic device in accordance with the test data. 

As to claim 34, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, means (216 of figure 2D) for 
wirelessly transmitting results of the testing to the tester (228). 

As to claim 35, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, the receiving means (222 of 
figure 2D) further comprising means for receiving test data from a plurality of testers 
(2 16 of figure 2D). 

As to claim 36, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, the testing means ( 216 of 
figure 2D) comprising: means (each 216) for testing the electronic device (212) in 
accordance with first test data received from a first tester (216) of the plurality of tester; 
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and means (other 216) for testing the electronic device in accordance with second test 
data received from a second tester (other 216 of figure 2D) of the plurality of testers. 

As to claim 37, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, further comprising transmitting 
means (220 of figure 2D) for wirelessly transmitting to the first tester results (216) of the 
testing in accordance with the first test data and to the second tester results (other 216) 
of the testing in accordance with the second test data. 

As to claim 38, Brady et al. disclose in Fig. 2C, 2D, a plurality of the electronic 
devices (212 of figure 2C) are disposed at the test station (238), and means (214, 216 
of figure 2C, 2D) for testing a first subset (one of 21 2) of the plurality of electronic 
devices in accordance with test data received from a first tester (216 of figure 2D) of the 
plurality of tester; and means for testing a second subset (other 212) of the plurality of 
electronic devices in accordance with test data received from a second tester (216 of 
figure 2D) of the plurality of testers. 

As to claims 39-40, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, further comprising means 
for wirelessly transmitting a request to the tester (216 of figure 2C, 2D) to configure the 
tester to transmit test data to the test station (238 of figure 2D). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may notbe obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brady et 
al. (u.s.p 6,236,223), in view of Rostoker et al. (u.s.p 5,539,325) 

As to claim 5, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, all of the limitations except for the 
electronic device comprising a self-test circuitry. However, Rostoker et al. disclose the 
electronic device comprising a self-test circuitry (col. 6, lines 15-20) for detecting the 
block of the electronic device. Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify system of Brady et 
al., and provide the self-test circuitry, as taught by Rostoker et al., for detecting the 
block of the electronic device. 

5.. Claims 6-19, 22-32, 41-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Brady et al. (u.s.p 6,236,223), in view of Decked et al. (u.s.p 
6,137,303). 

As to claims 6-7, 9-13, 22-23, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, all of the 
limitations except for a plurality of test stations. However, Deckert et al. disclose in Figs. 
1 , the plurality of test stations (32 of figure 1 ) for saving time in testing plurality of 
electronic devices. Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the system of Brady et al., 
and provide the plurality of test stations, as taught by Deckert et al. for saving time in 
testing plurality of electronic devices. 

As to claim 8, Deckert et al. disclose in Figs. 1, the test data transmitted to at 
least one of the test station is different than test data transmitted to another of the test 
stations (via controller 25 of figure 1 ). 
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As to claim 14, Brady et al. disclose in Fig. 1, the first test and second test are 
different tests. 

As to claims 15, Brady et al. disclose in Fig. 2C, a plurality of the electronic 
devices (212 of figure 2C) are disposed at the test station (238), and the first test is 
performed on a first subset (each one 212) of the plurality of electronic devices, and the 
second test is performed on a second subset (other one 212) of the plurality of 
electronic devices. 

As to claims 16-19, 29-32, 41-44, Brady et al. disclose in Fig. 2C, the test station 
(238 of figure 2C) comprises a prober (214) and the semiconductor wafer (212). 

As to claims 24-25, Deckert et al. disclose in Fig. 1, adding means (25 of figure 
1 ) for adding an additional test station (32) to the plurality of test stations (32). 

As to claim 26, Deckert et al. disclose in Fig. 1, means (25 of figure 1) for 
removing one of the test stations (32) from the plurality of test stations (32). 

As to claim 27, Deckert et al. disclose in Fig. 1, means (26-28 of figure 1) for 
signaling another tester (26) that result of testing have been received from the test 
station (12-13 of figure 1). 

As to claim 28, Brady et al. disclose in Figs. 1-2, means for receiving a signal 
from another tester (216, 214 of figure 2D), that testing of the electronic device (212) by 
the other tester (216 of figure 2D) is completed, wherein the initiating means initiates the 
testing in response to the signal from the other tester (216). 

Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tung X. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on (571) 272-2034. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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